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The Riddle of The Kremlin: Efforts to unlock the secret of just what kind of man has succeeded 
Stalin have so far failed to mention one clue which is fraught with great significance. Some observers 


here find in it the explanation of recent important developments and a foretaste of things to come. 











The clue is this: According to experts on Russia and Asia, Malenkov comes of Moslem parentage 
and was raised a Moslem. 

The evidence is impressive. In the currently popular book My Uncle Joseph Stalin by Budu Svanidze 
(Putnam, New York, $3.00), the nephew of the now deceased dictator describes Malenkov from per- 
sonal remembrance as “Malenkov, with his bashkir face . . . the bashkirs were a people of the Urals 
of Turkish-Alteien origin, a group to which Malenkov’s father belonged.” Our contributer,-Wiliem 
Henry Chamberlin, an authority on the Soviet Union with a great knowledge of its geography, describes 
the bashkirs as a Mohammedan tribe (in the Freeman, March 9). Malenkov was born, according to 
official biographical information, in Orenburg, in the lower Urals. This is in the center of the bashkir 
region. 

Finally, a German geopolitical scientist, possessing an excellent familiarity with the background of 
Soviet leaders, informs us that Malenkov was born a Moslem and raised in the faith until the age of 
fourteen. 


The significance of this information becomes clear in view of Moscow’s recent efforts to court the 
Moslems and to exploit Arab antipathy toward Zionism. We learn also from intelligence sources that 
the Grand Mufti, bitter foe of Zionism and connected with the terrorist Moslem Brotherhood, secretly 
visited Moscow and conferred with the Politburo in 1948, 1949 and 1951. Malenkov has long been a 
key figure in the Politburo. 


News reports have emphasized for sometime that Malenkov is “anti-semitic”. A more precise termi- 
nology would seem to be “anti-Jewish” and “anti-Zionist”. With this pattern in mind, one may under- 
stand better the developing anti-Jewish, pro-Moslem and pro-Arab diplomacy of the Soviet Union in the 
past few years, culminating in the liquidation of the Jewish doctors and the trial of the Jewish Commu- 
nist leader, Rudolph Slansky, in Prague. It seems certain now that for some time Malenkov, as Stalin’s 
predestined successor, has been exerting a strong influence on Soviet foreign policy. frase 

It may well be — as shrewd observers during the past week have been proclaiming — that a “pause” 
in the hitherto aggressive foreign policy of the Kremlin could take place now, until consolidation of the 
new regime is achieved. But this fresh light on the pudgy features of the “new Czar” suggests trouble 
ahead in a highly strategic sector of the cold war — one in which we are badly prepared. 


Our “Tammany politics” support of Zionist ambitions (about which HUMAN EVENTS issued a warn- 
ing as long ago as 1946) now appears as a dubious investment, with the growing hostility towards us 
of a Moslem world totalling some 300,000,000 people. In view of the fact that the geographical center 
of this group is also the “soft underbelly” of the Soviet homeland, and the best approach for a knock- 
out air attack — the shadow of “Malenkov the Moslem” looms dark indeed. 


Anglo-American Trade Talks: A highly placed U.S. official with whom we conversed, describes 


conversations with Eden and Butler in Washington as mainly “talk” and assigns little value to British 
promises to tighten exports to China. The “trade not aid” subject is filled with “buncombe”. American 
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écohomic experts scoff at the “bugaboo” of American tariffs so widely publicized by foreigners. The 
experts point out that over 90 per cent of our imports are either free of tariffs or pay low duties. 





According to Mr. John Crane, American foreign correspondent, writing from London, the recent 
OEEC reports stated that Europe could not get rid of its “dollar gap” even if the U.S. dropped all 
tarifis; and that only about 20 per cent of the “dollar gap” would disappear. Europe, it is pointed out, 


has not only tariffs, but also embargoes, import licensing and exchange controls to block the free flow 
of international trade. 














Ike and Hoover: One of the strange phenomena of the new regime: there has appeared no discernible 
evidence that the Eisenhower administration has had any contact whatsoever with the only living GOP 
ex-President. In Washington, it is recalled that within six weeks after Truman took office in 1945, the 
Democratic President called in Mr. Hoover and asked his advice not only on economic but also on for- 
eign policy matters. From then on for several years, Truman consulted Mr. Hoover frequently and util- 
ized his services in handling the world food problem, acute at that time. Then the Democratic President 
chose the great engineer to design the reorganization-of-government plan. 


The odd indifference shown by the White House towards Hoover today is all the more striking in 
that last fall Hoover — on the request of Eisenhower — publicly declared his support of the GOP can- 
didate in a memorable nationwide broadcast. (It is rumored that, although the Ike Campaign Head- 
quarters had ample money for television, Mr. Hoover’s friends and admirers raised the $50,000 to 
underwrite the costs of this address.) 


Now, this inexplicable situation is causing séme.concern among GOP leaders on Capitol Hill — for f 
a specific reason. The reorganization-of-government bill will occupy an important place on the legislative 
agenda during coming months. Senate and House committees will hold hearings.. The climax of such 
hearings will obviously be the day when Mr. Hoover will appear on the stand. What will he say? 


His discourse could be very critical. It is regarded as very likely that, unless the new legislation 
conforms with his ideas, Mr. Hoover will bluntly state his criticisms — with political implications the 
Democrats might exploit. Yet the Administrative committee handling the legislation (composed of Nelson 
Rockefeller, Arthur Flemming and Milton Eisenhower) has not so far consulted the ex-President.. Mem- 
hers of Congress are quite disturbed about this. . They fear that again (as in the case of Secretary of 
Defense Wilson’s stockholdings) a situation will arise that easily could have been avoided by a little con- 
sultation and preparation in advance. 

























Problem of Bureaucracy: Senator Robert A. Taft voiced the attitude of many of his colleagues on 
March 7 when:he said: “It seems obvious to me that a man running a Government activity must have 
his own people in high office; every member of the cabinet has that problem and so have division heads. 
The President’s contemplated order doesn’t even raise the question of Civil Service. But I’m not even 
promising to maintain the Civil Service system intact.” (Taft was referring to Ike’s proposal to elimi- 


nate several hundred persons blanketed under the Civil Service system who were thereby protected against 
dismissal, by order of Truman.) 


Wherever Republicans gather in the Capital, talk these days constantly turns to what is recognized 
as the crucial problem facing the new regime — upon which it will stand or fall. Unless Democratic 
holdovers and collectivist-minded bureaucrats are purged in considerable numbers, the new philosophy 
of freedom brought in by the Eisenhower regime will be sabotaged. The impetus behind a real purge 
of these elements is in no sense a desire for a large number of patronage jobs to distribute to the GOP 
faithful. The aim is to free the Executive Arm from saboteurs so that it ean, without impediment, carry 
out the mandate given. by the people last November. 


Indeed, the whole concept of Civil Service — as it was initiated and set up a half century ago — 
is under attack on basic grounds. It is poimted out that the new world conflict of ideas has rendered 
































the concept obsolete.’ For’ the bureaticracy has been latgély recruited in recent years from the ranks of 
the “intelligentsia”, and the latter class has been in considerable part corrupted by Communist, statist and 
collectivist ideas.. Such. a corps of. bureaucrats could hardly do other than subvert the traditionally 
American policies introduced by the cabinet members of the new regime, . Hence the troubles of Messrs. 
Dulles and Lourie in the State Department, Mr. Dodge in his efforts to cut the budget, Mrs. Hobby liter- 
ally surrounded by these elements in her Federal Security Agency. And hence the bucking and jerking 
of the new Republican regime. 


Press: Columnist Westbrook Pegler has vigorously attacked Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Meyer, publishers of 
the Washington Post, which paper Pegler calls “mock Republican”. The famous columnist accords Mrs. 
Meyer much the same kind of treatment that he periodically gives Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt — with much 
the same kind of epithets. Pegler discusses the error of Congressman Harold Velde in confusing Mrs. 
Meyer with another lady with a similar name who did have a vulnerable record. Pegler points out that 
the Washington Post in the past has scarcely leaned over backward in respecting the reputation of per- 
sons, particularly in its regular publication of Drew Pearson’s column. The Pegler piece appeared in 
the New York Journal American on March 8, but did not appear in the Washington Times-Herald, which 
usually runs the Pegler column. 


@ The Jenner subcommittee investigating subversives in the teaching profession has filed a protest 
with the Associated Press about that wire service’s coverage of a hearing last week. At the hearing, Miss 
Tima D. Ludins, a former New York schoolteacher, refused to answer questions on the ground of con- 
stitutional rights — and made a good deal of noise doing so. Many observers believe that the A.P. 
coverage was slanted in favor of Miss Ludins. 


Education Front: Mrs. Lucille Cardin Crain, leader in the fight to overthrow the Brahmin caste of 
left-wing educators, has called notice to a new twist in the propaganda of that group. She notes the 
“refrain” of “citizenship” in the recent releases of these educators. “One of the storm signals”, warns 
Mrs, Crain, “in the new semantic onslaught was.the change, last year, by Presidential edict, from the 
time-honored Constitution Day on September 17 to Citizenship Day. Is this an intermediate stage to World 
Gtinenship?™ : 


Mrs, Grain (her remarks are Se ha ag in a speech. given February 13 to the Michigan Women’ » 
National Security Council in Detroit) emphasized that this new use of “citizenship” is apparently de- 
signed to substitute “citizenship” for the Constitution as though the latter word deserves no consideration 
and there is no relation between the two terms. She quoted the Report of the New York Bar Association 
Committee which said: “By itself the word ‘citizenship’ can lead anywhere that an uninformed or sub- 
versive teacher desires. Russia has citizenship. Hitler’s Germany had it. All nations have it. The Con- 
stitutional character of our citizenship is the heart of the matter and the only legitimate subject of in- 
struction in our vast educational public system as the law of New York makes crystal clear.” 


Mrs. Crain goes on to explain, such schemes are devised in the schools of education in public and 
private universities. They are then fanned out through the public school directorate and through a 
network of professional and lay educational organizations, the aggregate power of which is staggering. 
And the professors; as Mrs. Crain says, have arrogated to themselves the sole responsibility to speak in 


the matter of public school policy, and have abused parents and independent educators who venture to 
protest. 


In her conclusion, Mrs. Crain says that the educational controversy “is in a very real sense women’s 
business”. While businessmen’ are aware of it, they do not have the timé to devote to countermeasures. 
“We women have a reputation for getting things done”, says Mrs. Crain. “It is our heritage as Ameri- 
cans which is today at stake in our classrooms.” : 2 : 





The Return of Germany, by Norbert Muhlen. Chicago. Henry Regnery Company. $4.50. Re- 
viewed by William Henry Chamberlin. 


This firsthand, authoritative account of modern Germany, written with unfailing insight and fre- 
quent brilliance, is calculated to fill a serious gap in the knowledge of the average American. There has 
not been much good writing about Germany since the war. Journalistic coverage has been below par. 
Gustav Stolper’s German Realities and Freda Utley’s more impassioned The High Cost of Vengeance per- 
forméd a useful service in calling attention to the cruelty, folly and self-contradiction of the vindictive 
economic policies which were followed in the first years of the occupation. 


Fortunately, these policies have been almost entirely discarded and the German economic recovery 
of the last four years has been an amazing feat and a resounding demonstration of the inherent dynam- 
ism of free enterprise capitalism. Mr. Muhlen, a Catholic political refugee before the war with a long 
anti-Nazi record, gives a picture of Germany that is up-to-date, that shows how Germans are reacting to 
the issues of today and tomorrow. 


To speak of Germany in the singular is misleading. There are two Germanies, the larger and much 
more populous German Federal Republic, with its capital at Bonn, and the “German Democratic Repub- 
lic”, a Soviet puppet state set up in the eastern zone of Russian occupation. The author paints the con- 
trast between these two Germanies in vivid colors and shows why thousands of East Germans have been 
fleeing every day for weeks into West Berlin, abandoning their homes and property and seeking asylum 
in the West. Much of the considerable time he has spent in Germany since the war has been spent in 
Berlin, where very detailed information about East German conditions is available. 


By the end of 1951 close to 160,000 “enemies of the people” and 185,000 “war criminals” had 
been arrested and imprisoned or killed in East Germany. This far exceeded Hitler’s terror before the 
war. East Germany has been pillaged and exploited in every conceivable way by the Soviet Occupation 


authorities. Dismantling of industrial equipment has been far in excess of anything known in the western 
zones. Soviet exactions in reparations and occupation costs amounted to 11.3 billion dollars between 
1945 and 1950; and, needless to say, there was no Soviet equivalent for the Marshall Plan and other aid 
which was sent to West Germany and must be weighed in the balance against the German payments of 
western occupation costs. 


If the picture of East Germany is completely black, with milk and fat consumption about half of the 
West German figure and the general level of real wages down about forty or fifty per cent from 1936, 
the situation in West Germany is grey, rather than white. There are tremendous outlays for refugees, war 
widows and the disabled; and against the visible street window prosperity must be reckoned the unseen quiet 
suffering of many who live on a subsistence basis. 


However, the movement of refugees is the best proof of relatively superior well-being in the West. 
Mr. Muhlen gives an admirably balanced survey of American occupation policy — neither a whitewash 
nor a one-sided querulous complaint. Some shameful things were done in the first years of occupation; 
American soldiers still get drunk and disorderly more often than is desirable; and a foolish missionary 
spirit among some of the would be American “re-educators” did more harm than good. On the other 
hand the author recognizes the benefit of the trips to America arranged for many Germans and of the 
good influence of many individual Americans. Leaving no doubt that America, in the eyes of most Ger- 
mans, is a lesser evil than the Soviet Union, the author warns at the end that a free Germany cannot be 
bound to the West “without binding the West and ourselves to a free Germany”. 
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THE IDIOCY OF WORLD GOVERNMENT 
By WILLIAM HENRY CHAMBERLIN 


A DVOCACY OF WORLD GOVERNMENT is one of the principal escapist dise 
It is especially virulent in academic circles. A clinical diagnosis reveals that the fol- 
lowing categories of individuals are especially liable to the infection. 


Former hotspur crusaders of World War II, unwilling to face up to the total bank- 
ruptcy of a war that started out to make a new heaven and a new earth and ended by 


leaving the United States in greater danger than it was-at the height of Hitler’s power. 


Individuals with an acute American guilt complex who feel that there is something 
wrong and sinful about capitalism in general and the relatively high American standard 


of living in particular, and who pant for some scheme of giving away a large share of 
America’s substance to the “underprivileged” peoples of the world. 


Persons who are still bemused with Wendell Willkie’s slick and empty slogan, “One 
World’. 


Those who, for various reasons, wish to divert American attention from the supreme 
political fact of the second half of the twentieth century. This is the threat, to the whole 
fabric of western civilization, posed by the existence of a gigantic Communist em- 
pire, stretching from the Baltic to the Pacific and avowedly committed to the principle that 
there can be no permanent peace until the world is Communized. 


People who seek quick and miraculous cures for hard problems. Principal organiza- 
tion for promoting the World Government idea is the United World Federalists, an 
organization which claimed almost fifty thousand members in 1949. Persons prominently 
identified with this organization are Supreme Court Justice William O. Douglas, Ray- 
mond Gram Swing, Robert E. Sherwood, Norman Cousins and Cord Meyer. 


The program of United World Federalists calls for ‘“‘a world federal government, 
universal and strong enough to prevent armed conflict between nations, and having di- 
rect jurisdiction in those matters within its authority”, and for the transformation of the 
United Nations into such a world federal government. At a conference of atomic scientists, 
publicists and political figures at Winter Park, Florida, in 1946 Justice Douglas said: “Our 
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goal should be a world government representing the peoples of the world, functioning un- 
der an international bill of rights through a legislature, judiciary and executive.” 

And a group of heavy thinkers, mostly associated with the University of Chicago, 
under the leadership of former Chancellor Robert M. Hutchins, framed a constitution for 


world government. There is little prospect that this document will ever be put into oper- 


ation. And this is perhaps just as well, because its provisions are so complicated that only 
college professors — who under the Binet-Simon test would be at least two hundred years 
old — could hope to understand it. 

An apostle of world government, a businessman named Robert Humber, at one time 
persuaded more than a score of state legislatures to endorse the idea, although some of 


these bodies have subsequently rescinded their action on sober second thought. 


Dig WORLD GOVERNMENT, as some sincere, well meaning people believe and hope, 

offer a way out of the world’s present state of chronic acute high tension, a solution | 
for the threat of war, an alternative to the cost and danger of heavy national armaments? [| 
Or is the idea a mirage and a hoax, a piece of sheer political idiocy, which bears not the 
slightest relation to the realities and possibilities of the world in which we are living? 
I think the overwhelming weight of evidence is for the second proposition. 

The first point to be noted is that about one third of the human race (the combined | 
population of the Soviet Union, China, the East European satellite states and North Korea) 
would, on any rational calculation, have to be counted out of any world government scheme 
in advance. The philosophy of Communism is no secret. The Communist conspiracy is one 
of the most open in history. 

Anyone moderately familiar with the writings of Lenin and Stalin knows that Soviet 
Communism is committed to the theory of implacable opposition between the interests of 
Communist and non-Communist states. The only solution for this dilemma, in the Com- 
munist view, is the conquest of the whole world for Communism by force and subversion. 

Quite logically and, indeed, inevitably, given this assumption, Soviet foreign policy has 
consistently rejected the slightest external restraint on the freedom of the Soviet Govern- 
ment to do as it pleases. The Soviet Government has signed no agreements for peaceful 
arbitration of disputes. It has never been willing to acknowledge the authority of the 
International Court at the Hague. Its record in the United Nations is one long series 
of ““Nyets”’. 

There is, therefore, not the slightest prospect that the Soviet Government, which 
speaks not only for itself, but for a long array of vassal states, would consent to the pool- 
ing of sovereignty that would be necessary under the most limited form of world govern- 





ment. And Soviet striking power is the sole threat of big war, the sole reason for what 
would in former times have been considered the excessive military preparations of the 
United States. A world government which did not include the Soviet Union (as it certainly 


would not) could not add an iota to American security or subtract a penny from the 
American defense budget. 


B” WOULD IT NOT BE possible to organize the non-Communist nations of the world 
into some effective federation? The hard facts of international life speak strongly 
against the success of any such enterprise. The fundamental schism between the non-Com- 
munist nations and the Soviet bloc is not the only fission in the structure of the unhappily 
named “United Nations”. 

Colonialism is an intensely divisive issue, as recent close votes in the UN Assembly 
indicate. It is sheer utopianism to imagine that world government, by some inner magic, 
would create harmonious adjustment between the clashing views of French administrators 
} and Moroccan and Tunisian nationalists, between Jews and Arabs, between Malan’s 


“Apartheid” theory and South African native nationalist aspirations. 


There is also the suggestion, vigorously advocated by Mr. Clarence Streit and sup- 


rted by the organization, ‘“‘Atlantic Union’’, to create a common government for the coun- 
& 


tries which qualify as democracies in the western understanding of that word. Such a 
proposal is more rational than the Chicago professor’s pipedream of Americans and Cana- 
dians, Soviet Russians and Communist Chinese, Burmese and Bolivians all melting down 
their national sovereignties by some strange political alchemy, and forging the altar of a 
new god — world government. 

But on balance, the defects of ‘Atlantic Union” outweigh the advantages. The need 
for an anti-Communist alliance between America and the European countries still outside 
the Iron Curtain, on a realistic basis of mutual interest, common security and reasonable 
equality of risk and sacrifice, is clear and unmistakable. 

But an alliance is likely to function more smoothly and efficiently if it is restricted to 
basic essentials and is not cluttered up by the difficult extraneous questions which would 
arise as soon as there was an attempt to transform an alliance into a federation. Suppose, 
for example, that the United States and Great Britain should merge their economies and 
the accents of British, Scotch and Welsh members began to be heard in the halls of Con- 
gress. Given the present relative productivity of the two nations, one of the first results 
of all-around free trade would be the swamping of most British industries by American 
competitors, disastrous unemployment in Great Britain, perhaps a mass migration of Brit- 
ons to the United States, which neither country would approve. 





A closer union of the continental European nations is desirable and should be feasible, 
The proposals for a European Army and for.a tariff-free European market for the coal, 
iron and steel industries are promising. But the issue of closer European federation still 
hangs perilously in the balance; the centrifugal tug of nationalist jealousies and antago. 
nisms is still strong. The difficulties that have accompanied the attempts of two civilized, 
literate peoples like the Dutch and the Belgians to achieve such a modest goal as a full 


customs union should certainly give pause to those who think in terms of federating the 
whole world. 


ps“ IS THE ART OF THE possible, and the fundamental and final objection to world 

government is that it simply will not and cannot work in any conceivable future near 
enough to be worth planning or working for.. Effective government, with consent of the 
governed, is possible only when patriotism has been nourished by a long tradition of shared 
national experience and when there is general acceptance of desirable standards in politics 
and economics, in law and ethics. One of the favorite slogans of the crusaders for world 


government is: “World law, to be applied not against states, but against individuals.” 


But this is fantastic nonsense for two reasons. There is no world law today, and it is 


useless to pretend that something exists when it does not. What is black on one side of 


the Iron Curtain is white on the other, and vice versa. What seems outrageous pillage and 


spoliation to the investor in Iranian oil or Bolivian tin seems just and proper to Iranian 
and Bolivian demogogic politicians, cheered on by howling mobs who make the foreigner 
the scapegoat for their poverty. 

The idea of applying world law to individuals is also outside the realm of practical 
possibility. Suppose some phantom world authority issued a writ against a Soviet citizen 
who was running a slave labor camp, or against a Chinese official who had ordered a mass 


execution. Can anyone seriously suppose that such a writ could be executed? 


If one takes a very optimistic view of the future, if one assumes that Communist ex- 
pansive imperialism will somehow disappear, that the poorer nations of the world will 
succeed in raising appreciably their standards of living, some of the most obvious barriers 
to world government might be lowered or removed. But in such a case the danger of war 
would diminish and the need for world government would not be felt. The United States 
and Canada do not need a common government to keep the peace between themselves. And 
governments have made a mess of so many things that there is little reason to suppose that 


the world would fare better if a superstate were imposed on existing national states. 
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